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ensure that abortion providers are not 
subsidized with Federal tax dollars. 

Now, let me say, to be very clear, Mr. 
Speaker, this legislation does not cut 
one penny from title X family planning 
funding. I applaud much of the impor-
tant work that is done at title X clin-
ics across this country: breast cancer 
screening, HIV protection, education, 
counseling, pregnancy diagnosis. This 
legislation simply prevents family 
planning funding from aiding organiza-
tions that profit from the abortion in-
dustry. 

Federal funding should reflect the 
priorities and the values of a majority 
of the American people. Whatever peo-
ple think about abortion across this 
country since Roe v. Wade, survey 
after survey has shown that an over-
whelming majority of Americans op-
pose the use of taxpayer dollars to sup-
port, subsidize, or promote abortion at 
home or abroad. It is for that reason 
that I would assume that most Ameri-
cans would be surprised, if not shocked, 
to learn that the largest abortion pro-
vider in America is also the largest re-
cipient of Federal funding under title 
X. But that is most certainly the case. 

According to their own annual re-
port, Planned Parenthood received 
more than $363 million in government 
funding in 2009 alone. During that 
time, they performed an unprecedented 
324,008 abortions, a heartbreaking sta-
tistic. Planned Parenthood of America 
continues to receive a greater amount 
of Federal funding each year while si-
multaneously taking over an increas-
ing share of the devastating abortion 
market in this country. 

Now, look, Planned Parenthood and 
its defenders will claim that the money 
they have received from the govern-
ment has not been used to fund abor-
tions, but that is only technically true. 
Current law prohibits the use of title X 
family planning funds ‘‘in programs 
where abortion is a method of family 
planning.’’ Therein lies the loophole. 

While title X money cannot directly 
be used to fund abortions, common 
sense says there is no question that 
taxpayer dollars received by Planned 
Parenthood are used to cover allowed 
expenses, like overhead, operational 
costs, thus freeing up other money for 
the clinics that do provide abortion. 
And in many of our largest cities, title 
X clinics run by Planned Parenthood 
are literally just steps away from abor-
tion clinics operated by Planned Par-
enthood, many times in the same 
building. 

This legislation would close that 
loophole that has forced millions of 
pro-life Americans to subsidize the Na-
tion’s leading abortion provider sus-
taining and underwriting this nefarious 
trade. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Title X Abortion Provider Prohibition 
Act. I urge our new majority to bring 
this legislation forward with all delib-
erative speed. 

Let me say again. The largest abor-
tion provider in America should not 

also be the largest recipient of Federal 
funding under title X. 

For the sake of American taxpayers, 
for the sake of the important work 
being done at title X clinics across this 
country, and, most importantly, for 
the sake of the defenseless unborn and 
vulnerable young women who find 
themselves in a crisis pregnancy, we 
must enact the Title X Abortion Pro-
vider Prohibition Act and end the day 
of taxpayer support for these organiza-
tions. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

CAMPAIGN FUNDRAISING AND 
SPENDING IS OUT OF CONTROL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, campaign 
fundraising and spending is way out of 
control. We need a constitutional 
amendment to fix it. The American 
people have to help this Congress, be-
cause it will not do it by itself. 

Many years ago, Will Rogers, whose 
statue sits just outside the doors to 
this Chamber, joked, ‘‘We have the best 
Congress money can buy.’’ Unfortu-
nately, that joke has not grown old. 

After witnessing this past election 
cycle, the campaign money expended 
to elect this Congress, both Chambers, 
is way out of bounds. The Center for 
Responsive Politics estimates that a 
record-breaking $4 billion was spent in 
the 2010 midterm elections. 

Now, $4 billion equals 4,000 millions. 
So 4,000 millions was spent to elect the 
current sitting Congress. The number 
of Members being elected didn’t 
change. The amount of money being 
raised changed. It skyrocketed. The op-
portunity for people of ordinary means 
with great talent to gain election to of-
fice in our country is disappearing 
election after election. It’s very hard 
for talented people of ordinary means 
to raise 4,000 millions. 

To put that number in perspective, 4 
billion, or 4,000 millions, divides up to 
about $8.5 million spent on each of the 
435 seats in this Chamber and those 
who are up for election in the other; 
$8,500,000 having to be raised every 2 
years. Yes, an average of $8.5 million 
per Member was expended in each of 
the races. That is 50 times more than 
the amount of money the job pays. We 
would be better off to say to the Amer-
ican people, ‘‘We’re going to get rid of 
all of this campaign donation stuff and 
just beg our salaries from the public.’’ 
It would be a lot cheaper, and we 
wouldn’t have to spend it on all those 
ridiculous ads. Imagine the outrageous 
amount of fundraising that sits on the 

head of every single Member in this 
Chamber. 

This past congressional election, in 
fact, was more expensive than even the 
last Presidential cycle in which $2 bil-
lion was spent. And they said that that 
was the most expensive race in U.S. 
history, and Wall Street financiers 
were the major contributor in that 
Presidential race. 

How is it that as our country is fight-
ing to recover from near economic col-
lapse and the average American is 
struggling to make ends meet, with na-
tional unemployment still at 9.4 per-
cent, somehow billions and billions of 
dollars were able to be thrown by big 
interests to affect the election? It is 
because, unlike the average American, 
big financial players, big business, 
multinational corporations, all kinds 
of well-funded ideological groups have 
deep pockets, and they do try to buy 
access and influence what happens. 
And this situation makes it much more 
difficult for ordinary Americans to 
have their voices heard here. 

b 1230 

The American people know this. 
They are frustrated. These big inter-
ests should not outweigh the American 
people’s voice nor vote. The American 
people should have the primary access 
and influence here, not deep-pocketed 
interests. Truly the American cam-
paign finance system is out of control. 
We all know it, and we all know it 
needs to be fixed, and that ought to be 
a priority of this new Congress. 

Real campaign finance reform thus 
far has been unattainable because nei-
ther party wants to stop the money 
chase because they both think that 
next time out they might be the ones 
to really grab all those gold rings. Too 
much of that money is playing insider 
politics, and that is why the American 
people feel that they are being forced 
to the sidelines rather than the front 
lines in our elections. They feel like 
they are pushing a big boulder up the 
hill, and every time they cast their 
vote, that somehow that boulder comes 
right back down on them. 

Reform is being thwarted again and 
again by outside interest groups and 
deep-pocket interests. The Congress is 
unwilling and seemingly unable to act 
on its own, along with Supreme Court 
rulings like Citizens United v. FEC and 
Buckley v. Valeo. 

Mr. Speaker, I have introduced H.R. 
8, a new constitutional amendment 
that I put in every session to bring this 
system under control. There could be 
no more important priority to our 
country than giving our politics back 
to the American people again. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 
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MARINE FIGHTS FOR OLD GLORY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, his-
tory, heritage and symbols of the 
United States are constantly under 
criticism in this country. Even yester-
day when we read the Constitution of 
the United States on the House floor, 
the first time it has ever been done in 
200 years, there were some who com-
plained that it is irrelevant. It is kind 
of like folks in church that cover their 
ears when certain sections of the Bible 
are read. They don’t want to hear it be-
cause it may apply to them. 

People go to court nowadays to try 
to remove our national motto, In God 
We Trust. It is above the flag, Mr. 
Speaker, although television very sel-
dom shows our national motto. 

Then there are those who are of-
fended by the American flag, Old 
Glory. It is not even displayed in parts 
of the United States because it offends 
some people. Some people that are in-
cluded in the group are foreigners who 
are offended by the American flag. 

Now we get to today, a report by the 
Houston Chronicle about Marine Mi-
chael Merola, a 60-year-old vet from 
the United States Marine Corps, and he 
flies, here he is, he still looks like a 
Marine, this is a photograph from the 
Chronicle that shows Old Glory and, of 
course, the Marine flag, flying in his 
backyard on a 20-foot flagpole. 

No one has complained. His neighbors 
like it. Kids walk by and actually com-
pliment him on flying Old Glory and 
the Marine flag. But the neighborhood 
association has complained and sued. 

Now, who is this guy? Well, he served 
in the United States Marines from 1969 
to 1977. He trained with the United 
States Navy SEALs. After he left the 
Marine Corps, he was responsible as 
sergeant of the guard for raising the 
flag at NSA right down the road. He is 
from New York, but he got to Texas as 
fast as he could, and he has no inten-
tion of taking down this flag or flag-
pole. He is a passionate American. He 
is a marine. 

But the association doesn’t like it, 
and here is what they have said in 
their lawsuit: the flagpole is a det-
riment to the association. It causes im-
minent harm and irreparable injury to 
the association. The problem with the 
flagpole of that height and that signifi-
cance is it flaps in the wind and causes 
noise to other homeowners. That is 
their problem. So they sued him. 

Now, first of all, we have an issue of 
freedom of speech. The Supreme Court 
has said it is a right to fly the flag. 
Speech includes the flying of the Amer-
ican flag. It is the symbol of every-
thing that is good and right about 
America. That is why it is behind you, 
Mr. Speaker, when we go into session 
every day. 

Marines and sailors and soldiers and 
members of the Coast Guard have 
fought under that flag all over the 

world and have died for that flag so the 
association can exist down there in 
northwest Houston. Right now we are 
engaged in two wars, in Afghanistan 
and Iraq, and members of our military 
are fighting under that flag. But it is 
flying in the breeze and offends the as-
sociation because the flapping causes 
irreparable injury. 

Well, flapping in the breeze has 
brought safety to the United States. 
The flag flying throughout the world 
and the noise, if we can use that word, 
the sound of freedom, is the sound of 
that flag flying in the United States 
and throughout the world. It is free-
dom of speech, and it trumps the elitist 
concept that the flag and the flagpole 
are offensive to the association. 

You know, Mr. Merola is a marine. 
Once a marine, always a marine. And 
we are proud of our marines in the 
United States. They are a unique 
bunch. That was best said by an Army 
general about the Marines, ‘‘There are 
only two groups that understand the 
marines—the marines, and the enemy.’’ 
And that is correct. 

So good for you, Mike Merola. Keep 
your flagpole up. Fly Old Glory. Fly 
the marine flag. We are proud of you. 
Keep fighting for the flag, because free-
dom of flying the flag trumps the con-
cept that it is offensive to some people. 

God bless our marines, God bless you, 
Mike Merola, and semper fi. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

HEALTH CARE AND OTHER ISSUES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I very much appreciate the 
privilege to address you here on the 
floor of the House in this leadership 
hour designated by the majority lead-
er. 

There are a number of subjects I 
wanted to take up this afternoon, but I 
am first inspired by the statement 
made by the gentleman from Texas, 
Judge, Congressman, Mr. POE, about 
Marine Mike Merola. 

This is one of these recurring stories 
that we hear across the country. Some-
body that is an ACLU individual, some-

body that thinks somehow they get in-
dignant because there is something 
somewhere that would allow them to 
vent some of their prepackaged 
hyperventilation against patriotism or 
the truth or life or the Constitution or 
the Declaration of Independence or 
American values or the values of West-
ern Civilization or Judeo-Christianity, 
all those people out there are full of in-
dignities. 

So an American flag and a marine 
flag offends somebody? I say tough. I 
am glad you are there. Fly that flag. 
Fly it proud and fly it long. 

I especially appreciate the statement 
made by Mr. POE about the sound of 
that flag. My flag is on a flagpole about 
that same height, 20 foot. I step out my 
door in the morning, I check the wind 
and the weather and I look at that flag, 
and I listen to that sound. And there is 
times I am sitting there in the dark at 
night on my deck and I am hearing 
that flag from the light that shines on 
it around the corner just a little bit, 
and I hear that ripple of Old Glory. It 
gives me comfort and it gives me pride, 
and it reminds me of the privilege of 
serving here, anywhere you can serve 
Americans anywhere on this globe. 

I think of a time also on March 18, 
2003, where I went out here to Pershing 
Park, this side of the White House, 
when there was an antiwar demonstra-
tion that took place. I actually walked 
around through the Mall, around the 
Washington Monument as they pre-
pared their demonstration. I remember 
former chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, John Conyers, standing on a 
little stage there with great big speak-
ers calling for the impeachment of 
President Bush because it looked like 
there was an impending liberation of 
Iraq. And I saw a man there. 

Every kind of discontented, counter- 
cultural, anti-American group was rep-
resented in those thousands of people 
that came here that day. I saw the Jap-
anese communist flag. I saw Vegetar-
ians for Peace. I saw every counter- 
culturalist group you can imagine. And 
I saw a man there, an aging hippie. He 
had on a jacket. He was a photog-
rapher, you could tell, and he was tak-
ing pictures with great pride of this 
anti-Americanism. 

He reached in his pocket of his jack-
et, a worn leather jacket, and pulled 
out of his pocket a flag, an American 
flag, a silk American flag, a small flag, 
and he used it to wipe the lens of his 
camera. That is an image I will never 
forget. 

But no one stepped up to say he 
couldn’t do that. Where were they 
then? Where were the critics of Mr. 
Merola then? When flags are used as 
grease rags to scrub the lens of a cam-
era that is taking pictures of anti- 
Americans joined together to protest 
the saving of our freedom that Marine 
Merola has stepped up to defend. 

Those actions against him are offen-
sive to me, and I say guard the flag, de-
fend the flag, and I will stand with you, 
and I know Judge POE will too. Thanks 
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